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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 3/20/06 with respect to claims 30, 31 and 37- 42 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Schwartz teaches a method and system for the transmission of information between a 
terminal and an Internet server via a Wireless communication network. Therefore, Schwartz 
teaches transmitting information between a terminal and at least one main station, where the 
Internet server is the at least one main station. Schwartz further discloses an intermediate device 
between the terminal and the Internet server to perform protocol conversion and connection 
between the devices. Therefore, Schwartz teaches a matching device. Schwartz further teaches 
when the user uses the terminal via an interface such as a Web browser the matching device 
based on the request at the terminal performs bi-directional communication with the Internet 
server. Therefore, Schwartz discloses the message transfer is controlled in dependence upon the 
at least one request from one of the terminal and the main station (col. 2, lines 53-58, col. 3, lines 
1-5 & 12-25, col. 9, lines 1-4 and col. 11, lines 15-28). In other words, Schwartz discloses 
messages between the main stations and the terminal as a function of at least on request of the 
terminal. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 39 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Schwartz et 
al. (6,473,609). 

Regarding claims 39 and 42, Schwartz teaches a method and system for transmitting 
messages between at least one main station (104, figure 1) and at least one terminal (106) via a 
telecommunications network (see col. 1 lines 30-40, col. 3 lines 37-55, col. 5 lines 8-47, col.7 
lines 47-67, where Schwartz is discussing a mobile terminal with access to an internet server, the 
internet server being a main station), the method comprising: controlling an exchange of 
messages by a matching device between the at least one main station and the terminal ms a 
function of at least one request of the at least one main station (see col. 3 lines 38-55, col. 5 lines 
47-61, col. 7 lines 55-62, col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 9 lines 29-41, col. 10 lines 35-53, col. 11 lines 
4-9, col. 13 lines 25-38, col. 13 lines 64-66, col. 14 lines 10-58 where in reference to figures 6-7, 
Schwartz discusses the user makes inputs from the terminal to the link server, i.e., the matching 
device, to get data from different network servers by sending a URL of the desired server, 
therefore, dependent upon the request from the mobile the link server gets various forms of data 
from the network); and matching by the matching device at least one property for the 
transmission of the message to the at least one input of the at least one main station, wherein the 
at least one property for the transmission of the message (see col. 14 lines 10-67, col. 15 lines 1- 
8, col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 10 lines 3-8, col. 1 1 lines 15-35, where Schwartz discusses based on the 
request for communication and the inputs from the user of the terminal, i.e., the inputs sent to the 
link server as a URL and device characteristics, the link server retrieves a specified type of data 
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from the network server, formats the data for transmission to the mobile terminal and display on 
the mobile & col 14 lines 10-67, col. 15 lines 1-8, col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 10 lines 3-8, col. 11 
lines 15-35, where Schwartz discusses receiving a URL specifying a server and formatting the 
message according to the device characteristics, sent or inputted to the link server at the start of a 
communication & col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 9 lines 15-40, col. 10 lines 3-16, col. 15 lines 39-65, 
col. 16 lines 30-65 and col. 19 lines 1-17, where Schwartz discusses changing the file to SDD 
format to send to the terminal in more efficiently). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 30, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schwartz et al. (6,473,609) in view of Kingdon et al. (6,088,594). 

Regarding claim 30, Schwartz discloses a method for transmitting messages between at 
least one main stations (104, figure 1) and a terminal (106) via a telecommunications network 
(102) (see col. 1 lines 30-40, col. 2 lines 30-62, col. 3 lines 37-55, col. 5 lines 8-47, col.7 lines 
47-67, where Schwartz is discussing a mobile terminal with access to an internet servers, the 
internet server being a main station, a logically one or more main stations addressable by internet 
addresses). Schwartz discloses providing a matching device (1 14) between the at least one main 
stations and the terminal (see col. 5 lines 47-61, col. 5 lines 8-26, col. 7 lines 9-28, col. 7 lines 
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47-67, where Schwartz discusses that the link server acts as the protocol matching device 
between the wireless network and the internet). Schwartz discloses controlling a message 
exchange using the matching device, the message exchange being controlled in dependence upon 
at least one request from one of, the terminal, and the at least one main station (see col. 3 lines 
38-55, col 5 lines 47-61, col. 7 lines 55-62, col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 9 lines 29-41, col. 10 lines 
35-53, col. 11 lines 4-9, col. 13 lines 25-38, col. 13 lines 64-66, col. 14 lines 10-58 where in 
reference to figures 6-7, Schwartz discusses the user makes inputs from the terminal to the link 
server, i.e., the matching device, to get data from different network servers by sending a URL of 
the desired server, therefore, dependent upon the input from the mobile the link server gets 
various forms of data from the network). 

Schwartz discloses the at least one main station is an internet server and therefore 
logically is disclosing at least two main stations (see col. 1 lines 30-40, col. 2 lines 30-62, col. 3 
lines 37-55, col. 5 lines 8-47, col.7 lines 47-67, where Schwartz is discussing internet addressing 
of the main station therefore logically discussing one, two, or more main stations). Schwartz 
however does not specifically disclose at least two main stations. Kingdon teaches at least two 
main stations (see col. 4 lines 38-45, where Kingdon is discussing connection of a mobile to one 
more servers on the internet via the internet addresses). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz, and have at least two main stations, as taught by 
Kingdon, thus allowing the mobile access to many main stations applications via the Internet and 
Internet servers, as discussed by Kingdon (col. 3 lines 30-35). 
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Regarding claim 31, Schwartz discloses a matching device (114, figure 1) for a 
transmitting messages between at least one main stations (104) and terminal (106) via a 
telecommunications network (see col. 1 lines 30-40, col. 2 lines 30-62, col. 3 lines 37-61, col. 5 
lines 8-61, col. 7 lines 47-67, and col. 8 lines 46-67, where Schwartz discusses the transmission 
of messages between a network internet servers, i.e., one or more main station, and a mobile 
terminal via a link server that converts the messages to useable formats, between the devices, 
therefore, matching formats). Schwartz discloses at least one interface (302, figure 3A) to the at 
least one main stations; an interface (306) to the terminal (see col. 6 lines 65-67, col. 7 lines 1- 
27, and col. 5 lines 8-26). Schwartz teaches a storage device (316, figure 3 A) configured to store 
at least one input from one of the terminal and the at least one main stations for controlling a 
message exchange between the at least two main stations and the terminal (see col. 8 lines 45-67, 
col. 9 lines 15-40, col. 11 lines 15-41, col. 13 lines 25-38, col. 14 lines 10-67, col. 18 lines 11-16, 
col. 18 lines 65-67, and col. 19 lines 1-45, where Schwartz discusses a message exchange 
processor and memory for processing the requests and data exchanges). Schwartz discloses a 
control unit (315, figure 3 A) configured to control the message exchange as a function of the at 
least one input (see col. 8 lines 46-67, col. 9 lines 15-40, col. 11 lines 15-41, col. 14 lines 10-67, 
col. 18 lines 65-67, and col. 19 lines 1-48, where Schwartz discusses the user of the terminal 
inputs commands corresponding to URL's to access data in different network server that are 
processed by the message processor). 

Schwartz discloses the at least one main station is an internet server and therefore 
logically is disclosing at least two main stations (see col. 1 lines 30-40, col. 2 lines 30-62, col. 3 
lines 37-55, col. 5 lines 8-47, col.7 lines 47-67, where Schwartz is discussing internet addressing 
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of the main station therefore logically discussing one, two, or more main stations). Schwartz 
however does not specifically disclose at least two main stations. Kingdon teaches at least two 
main stations (see col. 4 lines 38-45, where Kingdon is discussing connection of a mobile to one 
more servers on the internet via the internet addresses). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz, and have at least two main stations, as taught by 
Kingdon, thus allowing the mobile access to many main stations applications via the Internet and 
Internet servers, as discussed by Kingdon (col. 3 lines 30-35). 

Claims 37, 38, 40 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schwartz et al. (6,473,609) in view of Kingdon et al. (6,088,594). 

Regarding claims 37, 38, 40 and 41, Schwartz teaches a method and system for 
transmitting messages between different main stations and at least one terminal via a 
telecommunications network, the different main stations offering different (see col. 1 lines 30- 
40, col. 3 lines 37-55, col. 5 lines 8-47, col.7 lines 47-67, Schwartz teaches a mobile terminal 
with access to an internet server, the internet server being a main station). Schwartz discloses 
providing a matching device (114) between the at least one main station and the terminal (see 
col. 5 lines 47-61, col. 5 lines 8-26, col. 7 lines 9-28, col 7 lines 47-67, where Schwartz 
discusses that the link server acts as the protocol matching device between the wireless network 
and the internet the method comprising: controlling an exchange of messages by a matching 
device between the different main stations and the terminal as a function of at least one input of 
the terminal (see col. 3 lines 38-55, col. 5 lines 47-61, col. 7 lines 55-62, col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 9 
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lines 29-41, col. 10 lines 35-53, col. 1 1 lines 4-9, col. 13 lines 25-38, col. 13 lines 64-66, col. 14 
lines 10-58 where in reference to figures 6-7, Schwartz discusses the user makes request from the 
terminal to the link server, i.e., the matching device, to get data from different network servers 
by sending a URL of the desired server, therefore, dependent upon the request from the mobile 
the link server gets various forms of data from the network) and matching by the matching 
device in the direction of transmission/service from the different main stations to the terminal the 
different services to a uniform transmission/service according to the at least one input of the 
terminal (see col. 14 lines 10-67, col. 15 lines 1-8, col. 8 lines 45-67, col. 10 lines 3-8, col. 11 
lines 15-35). 

Schwartz discloses user requests for information from different servers and format 
translations based on the information requested, and therefore logically the information is 
transmitted in a format based on the request (col 14 lines 10-67, col. 15 lines 1-8, col. 8 lines 45- 
67, col. 10 lines 3-8, col. 11 lines 15-35, col. 14 lines 10-67, col. 15 lines 1-8, col. 8 lines 45-67, 
col. 10 lines 3-8, col. 1 1 lines 15-35). Schwartz, however, does not specifically disclose the 
message is transmitted in a format that is determined in dependence upon a format request made 
by one of the terminal and the at least one main station. Kingdon teaches disclose the message 
is transmitted in a format that is determined in dependence upon a format request made by one of 
the terminal and the at least one main station (see abstract lines 1-10, and col. 4 lines 9-55). . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the invention of Schwartz, and have the message is transmitted in a format 
that is determined in dependence upon a format request made by one of the terminal and the at 
least one main station, as taught by Kingdon, thus allowing the transmission of more complex 
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responses, such as bit mapped responses, as discussed by Kingdon (col. 3 lines 12-36). 
Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Schwartz, and have at least two main stations, as 
taught by Kingdon, thus allowing the mobile access to many main stations applications via the 
Internet and Internet servers, as discussed by Kingdon (col. 3 lines 30-35). 



Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 15, 18-29 and 32-26 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
Regarding claims 15 and 29, examiner agrees with applicant's argument in view of the 
prior art cited (see applicant's arguments, pages 8-10, dated 9/22/05. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Edan Orgad whose telephone number is 571-272-7884. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9:00AM to 5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Urban can be reached on 571-272-7899. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Edan Orgad 



Primary Patent Examiner 
Telecommunications. 




